SENATE RECORD VOTE ANALYSIS

105th Comgress June 9, 1998, 2:15m.

2nd Session Vote No. 150 Page S-5755 Tem Record
TOBACCO BILL/Cloture, Commerce-2 Substitute
SUBJECT: National Tobacco Policy and Youth Smoking Reduction Act . . . S. 1415. Daschle motion to close debate
on the Commerce Committee modified substitute amendment No. 2420.
ACTION: CLOTURE MOTION REJECTED, 42-56
SYNOPSIS:  The "Commerce-2" committee substitute amendment (see NOTE in vote No. 142) to S. 1415, the Natio

Tobacco Polig and Youth Smokig Reduction Act, will raisepito $265.0 billion over 19ears and pito $885.6
billion over 25years from tobacco cquary "payments” (assessments) and from "look-bgmkialties that will be iosed on
tobacco cormpanies if thg fail to reduce undege use of tobacgaroducts. Most of the mogewill come from the rquiredpayments
($755.67 billion over 2years). Additional sums will be raised from other fines paalties on tobacco cganies, and the
requiredpayments will be hiher if volume reduction tgets on tobacco use are not met. The tobacceanies will be rquired
to pass on the entire cost of thayments to their consumers, who aregnarily low-income Americans. BJoint Tax Committee
(JTC) estimates, tharice of apack of cparettes that costs $1.98 now will rise to $4.82607. The amendment willqaire the
"net" amount raised, as estimatedtbe Treaswy Department, to bglaced in a new tobacco trust fund. (The net amount will be
equal to the total amount collected minuy aeductions in other Federal revenue collections that will occur as a result of irgcreasin
tobaccaorices. For instance, income tax collections will decline because there will be less taxable income in thg.€doadifiC
estimates that the amendment will raigeta $232.4 billion over ears, but oyl $131.8 billion net. Extendgnthe JTC's
assunptions throgh 25years, a total of $514.2 billion net will be collected. The amendment willreeall of that mongto be
spent; 56percent of it will be direct (mandatgrspendirg. The Federal Government wilive States 4@ercent of the funds and
will spend 60percent. Medicare will naget ary of the fundiig in the first 10years unless actual revenues agadi than estimated
in this amendment (in contrast, the Sermesed buget resolution rguired aly Federal share of funds from tobaccgidéation
to be used to strgthen Medicare; see vote No. 84).

(See other side)

YEAS (42) NAYS (56) NOT VOTING (2)
Republicans Democrats Republicans Democrats Republicans Democrats
(0 or 0%) (42 or 95%) (54 or 100%) (2 or 5%) 1) )

Akaka Johnson Abraham Helms Ford Spectert Inouye?
Baucus Kennedy Allard Hutchinson Robb
Biden Kerrey Ashcroft Hutchison
Bingaman Kerry Bennett Inhofe
Boxer Kohl Bond Jeffords
Breaux Landrieu Brownback Kempthorne
Bryan Lautenberg Burns Kyl
Bumpers Leahy Campbell Lott
Byrd Levin Chafee Lugar
Cleland Lieberman Coats Mack
Conrad Mikulski Cochran McCain
Daschle Moseley-Braun | Collins McConnell
Dodd Moynihan Coverdell Murkowski
Dorgan Murray Craig Nickles
Durbin Reed D'Amato Roberts
Feingold Reid DeWine Roth
Feingtein Rockefeller Domenici Santorum EXPLA.N.ATION. OF ABSENCE:
Glenn Sarbanes Enzi Sessions 1—Official Business
Graham Torricelli Faircloth Shelby 2—Necessarily Absent
Harkin Wellstone Frist Smith, Bob 3—lliness
Hollings Wyden Gorton Smith, Gordon 4—Other
Gramm Snowe
Grams Stevens SYMBOLS:
Grassley Thomas AY—Announced Yea
S;eg? Thompson AN—Announced Nay
ge Thurmond ired
Hatch Warner PY—Paired Yea
PN—Paired Nay

Compiled and written by the staff of the Republican Policy Committee—Larry E. Craig, Chairman



VOTE NO. 150 JUNE 9, 1998

On June 4, 1998, Senator Daschle sent to the desk, for himself and others, a motion to close debate on the Commeece-2 substitut
amendment.

NOTE: A three-fifths mpority (60) vote of the Senate isoréred to invoke cloture.

Numerous amendments weaendirg at the time of the vote. See vote No. 151 for details.

Those favoringthe motion to invoke cloture contended:

Debate on this bill is movitoo slowl. We have been on it since W&9th. Granted, that time includes a week off for a district
work period, but we cannot stan this bill endlesgl Our collegues sy that thg have numerous amendments, ang theve been
offering them, but thg have not been willig to agree to ngotiate a schedule that will allow limited debate on each of their
amendments and theght of Democrats to sepuhe debate so that there can be back-to-back votes on Democratic alternative
amendments. That refusal to spivetes in that manner has caused aydieléhe consideration of amendments. If we continue at
this slowpace, it will become imossible to corplete it thisyear and also copltete all of the rquired gpropriations bills. We uge
our collegues to spport cloture, and move this bill to cquetion.

Those opposinghe motion to invoke cloture contended:

This massive tax-andsnd bill is still full of serious flaws. The Americaegle have a ght to know about those flaws, and
Senators have a guto understand what is in this enormous bill beforg tlete onpassimg it. The Commerce-2 amendment was
not even drafted until the gtit before it hit the Senate floor (and it was draftgdhe Clinton Administration, not the Commerce
Committee), and it is full of offensive items that need to Ippsed. This lgislation is almost 50Pages lorg. It will im pose more
than $750 billion in taxes diregton the lowest-income Americans, it willjjwse othepenalties, it will pend evey penry it raises,
and it will create massive new bureaucraciepémd the mong Polls show that the more the Amerigaetple understand about
this bill the more the oppose it. Thg recaynize it for what it is--a scheme to tax anmksd. It is truy amazimg that the Clinton
Administration and its liberal Senatepporters, who on recenty were backig a Food and DigrAdministrationplan that thg
said would reduce teen smogiby more than 5@ercent without increasingoendirg, now sg that the ont possible wa to reduce
teen smokig is by passimg agigantic tax-and4gend bill. Our collegues corplain about the debate on this bill magislowly. The
reason it is movig slowly is because tlyehaveprevented votes. The Gramm motion to recommit has fes®tirg for days because
they filled up the amendment tree and have begingrto negotiate a corpromise. Thg prefer gpendirg all of the mong in this
bill rather thargiving ary of it back in tax relief to low-income Americans who puaished y the tax code for begnmarried, but
they would prefer that the voters did not know of tipeference. Mayof our liberal collegues do not want amendments jpteéd
that are spported ly a maority of Senators and the Americpagple when those amendments do not reflect ligaatities. Our
colleagues do not wish to close debate on this bill becaugestigeworried about thgace of its consideration--thevant to file
cloture in an effort tpreserve the gbctionablepriorities they and the Clinton Administration hapet into it. They know that those
policies do not have the gport of a mgority of Senators and the Americpegple, so the ol way they canprotect them is ¥
rushirg the bill to finalpassge before the can be chaged. We certaigi will not help our collegues in their scheme. We stghn
oppose the motion to invoke cloture.



